Exploring the role of blended learning for teaching and learning effectiveness in institutions of higher learning: An empirical investigation by Anthony, Bokolo et al.
3/19/2020 Exploring the role of blended learning for teaching and learning effectiveness in institutions of higher learning: An empirical investigation |…
https://link.springer.com/article/10.1007%2Fs10639-019-09941-z 1/27
Advertisement
Search 
Log in
Menu
Log in
Search SpringerLink
 Search 
Published: 15 June 2019
Exploring the role of blended learning for teaching and
learning effectiveness in institutions of higher learning: An
empirical investigation
Bokolo Anthony Jr   ORCID: orcid.org/0000-0002-7276-02581,
Adzhar Kamaludin2,
Awanis Romli2,
Anis Farihan Mat Raffei2,
Danakorn Nincarean A/L Eh Phon2,
Aziman Abdullah2,
Gan Leong Ming2,
Nurbiha A. Shukor3,
Mohd Shukri Nordin4 &
[…]
Suria Baba5 
- Show fewer authors
Education and Information Technologies volume 24, pages3433–3466(2019)Cite this article
558 Accesses
2 Citations
Metrics details
Abstract
3/19/2020 Exploring the role of blended learning for teaching and learning effectiveness in institutions of higher learning: An empirical investigation |…
https://link.springer.com/article/10.1007%2Fs10639-019-09941-z 2/27
As the years progress there has been rapid growth in Blended Learning (BL) adoption, but only few
research focused on adoption issues related to learners, academic staffs and management. Thus,
research is needed to guide universities in strategically examining learners, academic staffs and
management adoption of BL. Accordingly, this study develops a model to facilitate university policy
makers in their decision making to assess students learning and academic staffs teaching outcome.
Furthermore, this study explores on the factors that influence BL adoption in universities, through an
empirical study from the perspectives of learners, academic staffs, and management. In particular, it
examines the current BL practice adoption effectiveness in universities. Based on extensive review of
prior studies, survey questionnaires was designed and distributed to convenience samples of 87
students, academic staffs, and management in 3 Malaysia universities to validate the developed
model. Next, Partial Least Square-Structural Equation Modeling (PLS-SEM) was employed to analyze
the survey data. Findings reveal that supportive factors, attitude, learning mode, satisfaction, course
management, and ease of use positively predict the perception of learners and academic staffs’ to
adopt BL. Similarly, findings suggest that the perception of management towards BL adoption is
positively determined by the strategy, structure, and support factors. Moreover, findings reveal that
the impact of BL on learners’ effectiveness is positively predicted by achievement, engagement,
involvement, retention, and cognitive outcome. Additionally, findings suggest that the impact BL on
academic staffs’ effectiveness is significantly influence by delivery, performance, evaluation,
motivation. Theoretical implications from this study contribute to enhance teaching quality by
enriching course management, improving learning content, and facilitate management policies
towards effective BL adoption.
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